
thcr Country or from her colppjes, subject to confis-
cation : he further declared tp be denationalized,
the flag of all neutral ships that should be fpuad
oftending against thesp his Decrees : ap.d lie gayeto
this project of universal Tyranny, the na^ie of
the Continental System.

JFor t%es* attempts tQ ruin the commerce of Great
Britain, by* means .*wbrersise of tin; clearest rights
of neutral nations^ France endeavoured in vain to

rest her justification upon the previous conduct of
His Majesty's Government.

Under circumstances of unparalleled -provocation,
Ills Majesty liiui ab6tai««d fre«* ««y «j«a$mm,

which the ordinary rules, of the Law of Nations did
not fully wa*raat. Never was the maritime supe-
riority of a Belligerent over his enemy, more complete

and decided. Never was the opposite Belligerent so
formidably dangerous in hispouFer,and jn h,Js, pojicy
to tbe liberties of all othc? nations. France had
already trampled so openly and systematically on

th-e mest sacred rights of Neutral Powers, as might
the placing "her nut pf the pate of
Yet ia this extreme case, Great
hpr naval ascentJafflKry, that lier

cause of complaint: and in
order to give to these lawless cle£T-ecs die appear-
ance of retaliation, tJ*e Ruler of France tras obliged

to advance prjnci|>l<ts. pf .aaaritime law atasaactioncd
by any 0tfc€r sqatiiority, than his own arbitrary wilJ.

The pretests, for these Decrees were, first,

that Greaj IBritsia had exercised tte rights of
war against private persons, their ships ami goods ;

ae jf the ctnly object .of legitimate hostility on the

ocean wtrf the public property of a State, ov as

if the jEdicts, aad the Courts of France itself had
HP* 8t -all times .enforced this rJgfot with peculiar
rigour; secondly, thart .tlie British .orders of
blackacie, iastesui 'of ieiug .coHfined to ibr-
tifitivl towns, had, as France' asserted, been un-
lawfully extended to comiaer.oial towns and ports,
and to the aoxwitiis of rivers; and tbivdly that-

ihey had been applied to places, and to coasts,

wliicli n_criKer were, nor could be actviajly'blockaded.
The last of tkese charges is not fountied on fact;
vyhilst the ,ath;ers, £V.en by the admission of the
Arnericaji Government, aj;e utterly groundless in
point of law'.

Against Vl>ese Decrees, His Mafjcsty protested and
appealed 5 He .Galled upon the United States to
assert their own rights., and to vindicate their inde-
pendence, .thus menaced and attacked; and as
France'had declared, that She would confiscate ovory
vrtecl, which should touch in' Great Britain, ov

be visited by British 5l)ijp3 -of war, His Majesty,

having pfeviogsjy i^tygd . the Order of January
1807, $6 m $$t «£ •Hiitfga^l retaliation, was at
length epflipcMe^, by ^4 persevering violence of
the enemy, and the «entinued acquiescence of
Neuti'al l*o\vcrs, to revi^t, upon Franco^ ffe ^^nore

e|l«ctiial manner, the measure af h .̂1 flu-fi injcjstice -}

by declaring, In an Or4«r in Gowadt, baariag date
the l l th of November 1807, that no neytra]
vessel should proceed to France or to any of

the countries f(-oia vi]iofj, in obedience to the
dictates of France, British commerce was excluded,

witheu4&:s{4&uclui^a£^p£xtiu Greatllrjiaj-U, orlity:
dcpcnthmcies. At the same time His Majesty inti-
mated fiis readiness to r-o]>eal the CXr-der* i« Council,
whenever France should rescind her Decrees, and
return to the accustomed principles of maritime
warfare; and at a. su,bsemjent period, as a proof of
His Majesty's sincere (Jesire to accommodate, as far
as possible, His defensive measures to the conveni-

ence of Neutral Powers, the <jj>^ratio» of the Orders
in Council «•;*§, ijjy an pr-dpi1 igsygd in April 180§,
limitpd to a bjeplv^cje of fr^upe, find of the ooun"
tries subject^ tp h?r iaaaif4i»tic d^fjinio^,

Systems of vi.oleq.ce, oppjwisficwi,,. ,apd tyranny,
can never be suppi-fisted., $r- ^^i fh/jcfepdj, if the
Ji'ower against which &«jeh in-jv^ticc r^ e^ercisetl, be
debarred from the rig]*t Q£ ft*U ap4 adequate nctsvlia-r

tion : or, if the m«asurce of the retaliating ^a-\v*r,
ar-e tP be cpnsiolen^l as %>attpris pf jp&t; o&e&ce to

ncqtral nations, whilst the measures pf original
aggression, and vieleaqe ap& \e be teierafeed with'
indifference, submission, qr cowplac^ney.

The Government of th« TJurtod States did not

fail to rc-monstratp against tbx; Ortlei's in Council

of Great Britain. Altho^if-b t-feey knew, th,a,t these
Orders would be r-evo.kcd, if the Jiectecs of France;
which ha(l occasioned thc:iaA Aycre repealed, they
resolved at t\ie same ujomcn.t to resist the conduct

•of bo.tb. Bclligere-nts, instead qf requiring France in
the first instancy tp rescind her Decrees, Ap-

plying most unjustly the sanie aicasurc of re-
scutinent to. tlic aggressor, &.nd to the pa,rty ag-
igricved, they a.(lopted measures of commercial re-

sistance a.gains.t both—a system of resistance,
iwhich, hou'cvcr varied in the successive Acts of
Kmbargo, Nonrlntercoursc, or Non-ImportatioB,
was evidently unequal in its operation, and princi-
pally levelled against the superior commerce, and
maritime povrcr of Great Britain.

The same partiality towards France was observ-
able, in their negotiations, as in their measures of

eged resistance.


